than the walls of the alleyway,] that is so when the prongs 
are not four hand breadths apart; [in breadth, the alleyway 
is less than the stated measure]. But if it is four 
handbreadths in breadth, even if the prongs are somewhat 
higher, the arrangement is valid. 


[P] [Reverting to the argument of J-K:] [There are 
arrangements of] board-partitions valid in the case of a 
sukkah, but invalid in the case of designating the symbolic 
gate for an alleyway. 


[Q] And so it has been taught: If two of the walls are valid, 
[Sld] and one is even an handbreadth high, [much too low, ] 
the sukkah is valid. [In the case of the alleyway, by contrast, 
there must be three valid sides, the two sides and the top. ] 


[R] R. Hiyya in the name of R. Yohanan: “Two must be 
four by four handbreadths, but the third may be even a 
single handbreadth, and such an arrangement is valid.” 


[S] In the case of an alleyway, by contrast, it is valid only if 
it is closed in on all four sides. 


[T] [Again reverting to J-K:] If the contained area is ten cubits 
broad, in the case of a sukkah it is valid, and in the case of 
an alleyway it is invalid. 


[U] [As to what is valid for an alleyway and invalid for a 
sukkah: ]. If one trained a vine, gourd, or ivy over it, and 
then spread sukkah roofing on [one of these], it is in 
valid [M. 1:5A], [but in an alleyway it does not invalidate 
the upper beam]. 


[V] [In declaring such an arrangement valid in the case of an 
alleyway,] that which you have said applies to an area of 
two seahs. But if the enclosed area is greater than that, it 
then serves to define an area fenced around to serve as a 
garden, in which case one may carry only to the extent of 
four cubits. 


[W] If the light is greater than the shade [M. Suk. 1:1E] 
[created by the roofing], in the case of a sukkah it is 
invalid, and in the case of an alleyway, it is valid. 


[X] A sukkah that is roofed over is invalid, but an alley- 
entry that is roofed over remains valid. 


